Our previous analyses of the 1964, 1976, 1978, 1980, 1984, and 1986 vote validation studies questioned the conclusion that low levels of electoral participation by blacks result solely from racial differences in socioeconomic status and because blacks are more likely than whites to live in the South. The 1988 NES vote validation study is used to update our findings, and the results are consistent with our previous analyses. Although controls for region and level of education eliminate racial differences in reported electoral participation, significant racial differences remain when participation is measured by the vote validation procedures. In addition, the 1988 NES survey suggests that racial differences in both reported and validated turnout increased in 1988, and we speculate on the reasons that black turnout declined in the 1988 presidential election.
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Paul R. Abramson and William Claggett sulted solely from their lower socioeconomic status and because they are more likely than whites to live in the South. Our analyses of the vote validation studies demonstrated that this conclusion was wrong. Controls for level of education and region usually eliminated or even reversed racial differences in reported electoral participation. But when participation was measured by the vote validation studies, racial differences persisted even after controls were introduced.
Even though there is now considerable evidence that racial differences in turnout do not result solely from differences in socioeconomic status and because blacks are more likely to live in the South, this view is still found even in the most recent research literature. This conclusion, for example, is advanced in the National Research Council study on the status of blacks (Jaynes and Williams 1989, 234), even though the authors recognize that "Black nonvoters are consistently more likely to report voting than are white nonvoters." "It is not yet clear," they add, "whether this remains true after controlling for demographic characteristics, but the possibility should be kept in mind when considering the data reported." But despite this warning, the study analyzes reported turnout and concludes that black turnout is higher than white turnout once controls for demographic characteristics and state-level political characteristics are introduced. Thus, it is important to reiterate the basic finding of our previous research, and to demonstrate that our conclusions are supported with the most recent available data.
This note analyzes the 1988 NES vote validation study to answer two basic questions. Did racial differences in turnout increase when turnout is measured by actual checks of voting and registration records? Secondly, do racial differences in electoral participation persist in 1988 when controls are introduced for racial differences in region and socioeconomic status? Lastly, we will speculate about the reasons black turnout declined in 1988.
To answer the first question we report racial differences in both reported and validated turnout in all six previous NES surveys in which vote validation studies were conducted, as well as the results for 1988 (see figure 1).6 As the figure makes clear, racial differences in both reported and validated turnout were greater in 1988 than they were in 1984. In 1984, whites were 9.9 percentage points more likely to report voting than blacks; in 1988, these differences increased to 12.8 percentage points. In 1988, as with all previous vote validation studies, blacks appear to be more likely to overreport voting than whites,7 and, as a result, racial differences in turnout are greater when 6In analyzing the 1988 vote validation study, we used the summary measure of whether or not the respondent voted, restricting our analysis to respondents included in the postelection interview (Variable 1147). Respondents coded 11 were classified as voters, those coded 21, 22, 24, 31, and 32 were classified as nonvoters, and all other cases were classified as not ascertained.
7Among whites who said they voted (N = 1,041), 12.3% did not vote according to the vote validation study; among blacks who said they voted (N = 125), 33.6% did not vote, a difference that is clearly significant (p < .001). Moreover, nearly significant (p < .06) racial differences ; the SRC no longer attempted to validate the records of respondents who said they did not vote and who said they were not registered. Greater efforts were made to learn about the record-keeping procedures used by the local registration and voting offices. These improved procedures may have contributed to increased racial differences in validated turnout. In the 1986 midterm contest, racial differences in reported turnout reached their lowest level, but racial differences in validated turnout were higher than those in 1980. And in 1988, racial differences in both reported and validated turnout rose sharply. To determine whether regional and socioeconomic differences can account for racial differences in turnout, we begin by presenting the percentage of white and black reported and validated voters in 1988 controlling for region and level of education (see table 1).9 Although many of the basic patterns are the same as in previous years, the 1988 results reveal changes as well. As in past surveys, white southerners are less likely to vote than whites outside the South, and black southerners are less likely to vote than blacks outside this region. However, as with the Current Population Surveys, regional differences among blacks increased. Both measures of turnout show that racial differences in the South are substantially greater than racial differences outside the South. Among whites in both regions there is a clear positive relationship between level of education and turnout, regardless of which measure of participation is employed. Among southern blacks there is also a clear positive relationship between level of education and both measures of electoral participation. Outside the South, blacks with higher levels of education are more likely to vote than those with lower levels of formal education, although these differences are relatively small. These results differ in a basic respect from the 1986 results, which showed relatively high levels of participation among blacks who had not graduated from high school. 1 As with our previous analyses, we employed two different methods to determine the extent to which racial differences in turnout persist when controls are introduced for region and level of education. " Table 2 Similar results obtain when controls are introduced using categorical regression equations, although the impact of region is not as great when this procedure is employed. Even so, controls for region eliminate more than one-third of the racial differences in reported turnout and thus have a greater impact than in the 1980 and 1984 elections. Controls for level of education eliminate more than half the difference in reported turnout. Most importantly, combined controls for region and level of education eliminate 70% of the racial difference in reported turnout, and the tendency of whites to vote more than blacks is no longer significant. When turnout is measured by actual checks of the voting and registration records substantially different results are obtained. Controls for region eliminate one-fifth of the racial difference in validated turnout, thus having a greater impact than in 1980 and about the same impact as in 1984. Controls for level of education also eliminate one-fifth of the difference. Combined controls for region and level of education eliminate one-third of the racial difference in validated turnout, but blacks remain nearly 16 percentage points less likely to vote than whites and racial differences are clearly significant. 14 The 1988 results provide a textbook example of the effects of employing alternative measures of electoral participation. When reported participation is used to measure turnout the conventional wisdom that low black turnout results from their low socioeconomic status and their tendency to live in the South is supported. When turnout is measured by actual checks of voting and registration records, racial differences remain even after controls are introduced. Failure to recognize that reported turnout underestimates racial differences may lead to misleading conclusions, as the recent National Research Council study of blacks demonstrates.
'4Young blacks were significantly less likely to vote than young whites when turnout was measured by the vote validation studies. We examined age differences to determine the extent to which the tendency of blacks to vote less often than whites resulted from the fact that blacks tend to be younger than whites. According to our estimates, controlling for the relative youth of blacks accounts for only 7% of the racial differences in reported turnout and only 4% of the racial difference in validated turnout.
Explaining the reasons for the decline of black turnout in 1988 is an important research problem. Of course, the decline of black turnout was part of an overall decline among the entire electorate, and explaining this overall decline is a difficult research task (see Abramson It is also important to explain why turnout fell among southern blacks, especially given the long-term decline in regional differences. The very low level of regional differences in 1986 may have resulted from the large number of close Senate races in the South, especially since blacks were seen as crucial (and proved to be crucial) in races in Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, and North Carolina (see Abramson 
